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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see response, filed 1 1 December 2008, with respect to 
the rejection(s) of the claim(s) 1-7 under 35 USC §103 have been fully considered and 

are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Kang (US 
2003/0189647). 

2. The amendments to claim 1 6 overcome the previous 35 USC §1 01 rejection 
which is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5, 7-12 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Klein et al. (US 7,038,716) in view of Nakami (US 2003/0071903) in 
view of Kang (US 2003/0189647). 

[claim 8] 

Regarding claim 8, Klein discloses a cellular phone (Figure 2) including an image 
sensor, a memory device and a transmitting unit (Figure 5). Klein further discloses that 
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the memory can store a plurality of "applications" (c. 8, II. 59-60), but does not explicitly 
disclose an image effects store and image editor as claimed. 

Nakami discloses a system for applying image effects to captured images in 
which a plurality of image effects are stored in an image effects store (Figures 3 and 5) 
wherein an image editor is used to generate a new effect for application on digital 
images based on entries of a user and allowing storing of the effects in an effects file 
(e.g. a PIM) in the image effects store in a defined standardized image editor 
independent effects format (Figure 5 and 7; Paragraphs 0062, 0077-0078; note that the 
effect is stored in a predetermined format which is useable by another machine to 
process the image data, i.e. the format is standardized between the camera and the 
printer). Therefore, it would be obvious to include an image effects store and image 
editor as described by Nakami so that the images captured by the phone of Klein can 
be processed according to the users wishes when transmitted to a printing device. 
However, while Nakami discloses selecting an effect to be applied to captured image 
data, Nakami does not explicitly disclose that the same effect is used for multiple 
images. 

Kang discloses an image capture mode in which multiple images are captured 
and stored as image data (e.g. Paragraph 0007; Figures 1 and 2). The "burst" mode 
described by Kang allows for image capture of moving objects. Therefore, it would be 
obvious to include a burst capture mode in the camera of Klein so that multiple images 
of moving objects could be captured and stored. It is noted that if such a mode were 
selected, following the teachings of Nakami, an effect would be selected, image data 
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including multiple images would be generated and the effect would be associated with 
the multiple image data files and later applied (Nakami; Figure 1). 
[claim 9] 

Regarding claim 9, while Nakami discloses a standardized format, Nakami does 
not explicitly disclose the use of XML. Official Notice is taken that the use of XML as a 
file format to define options such as the processing options of Nakami is well known in 
the art as a easily readable and configurable file format. Therefore, it would be obvious 
to use an XML file format for the effects files of Nakami since XML is easily readable 
and configurable, 
[claim 10] 

Regarding claim 10, Nakami discloses storing a file with parameter settings 
made by the user (Paragraphs 0083-0088). 
[claim 11] 

Regarding claim 11, Klein discloses a wireless transmitting unit (Figure 5, Radio), 
[claim 12] 

Regarding claim 12, Nakami discloses a matrix of calculations to be performed 
on an image (Figure 5). 
[claim 14] 

Regarding claim 14, Nakami discloses an iamge editor which is arranged to 
retrieve stored effects files from the image effect store and apply a new effect to the file 
(e.g. Paragraphs 0089-0096). 
[claims 1-5 and 7] 
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Claims 1-5 and 7 are method claims corresponding to apparatus claims 8-12 and 
14. Therefore, claims 1-5 and 7 are analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with 
respect to claims 8-12 and 14. 
[claim 15] 

Regarding claim 15, see claim 8 above, 
[claim 16] 

Regarding claim 16, see claims 1 and 8 and further note that the method 
described by Nakami may be implemented in a computer program stored on a computer 
readable medium (Paragraphs 0025 and 0026). 

5. Claims 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Klein et al. (US 7,038,716) in view of Nakami (US 2003/0071903) in view of Moghadam 
etal. (US 5,913,088). 
[claim 13] 

Regarding claim 13, Klein in view of Nakami discloses creating effects to be 
applied to images, but does not disclose applying the effect prior to saving. Moghadam 
discloses a similar system in which an image effect to be applied to an image is 
previewed by the user (c. 3, II. 21-43) prior to associating the effect with the image. 
Therefore, it would be obvious to create a preview of the effect of Klein in view of 
Nakami prior to storing as taught by Moghadam so that the user is able to preview the 
results of the effect, 
[claim 6] 
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Claim 6 is a metliod claim corresponding to apparatus claim 13. Therefore, claim 
6 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 13. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

i. Sarbadhikari et al. US 5,477,264 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy J. Henn whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7310. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 11-7. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571) 272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Timothy J Henn/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2622 



